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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 July 2000 , 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-24 is/are pending in the application. 
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6) KI Claim(s) 1-24 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 
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10)S The drawing(s) filed on 26 July 2000 is/are: a)S accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: Perhaps, 
"scan devices 16 and 21" should be "scan devices 16 and 22" on page 4, line 21. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 2, 7, 8, 17-20, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
clearly anticipated by Camara et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,373,507 (hereinafter Camara). 

2. With respect to claim 1 , Camara teaches a method for scanning and transferring 
images to a destination location, the method comprising the steps of: 

selecting a scanner icon ("my scanner" icon in fig. 4 and col. 5, lines 5-7); and 
associating said scanner icon with a destination location (col. 5, lines 31-39), 

wherein the step of: - 

associating said scanner icon with a destination location further includes the 

steps of scanning a document using a scanner (col. 5, lines 47-61); and 
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transmitting said scanned document to said destination location for storage (col. 
5, lines 62-67). 

3. With respect to claim 2, Camara teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the step 
of associating said scanner icon with a destination location further includes the step of: 

connecting said scanner associated with said scanner icon to said destination 
location. 

Since the scanned image data is transferred to the remote computer's memory 
from the scanner, the connection between the two is established inherently (col. 5, lines 
12-20 & 62-67). Therefore, Camara inherently teaches the method as specified in claim 
2. 

4. With respect to claim 7, Camara teaches the method of claim 1 , further including 
the step of: 

determining if said scanned document requires conversion to a different 
document format type (col. 5, lines 21-22). 

5. With respect to claim 8, Camara teaches the method of claim 7, wherein the step 
of determining if said scanned document requires conversion further includes the step 
of: 

converting said scanned document to a selected document format if said 
scanned document requires conversion (col. 5, lines 21-30). 

Further, note that the scanned document is sent to a facsimile or a PC by an 
email format based on a user's command. Since the facsimile requires different image 
format than that of the PC, the conversion is inherently performed accordingly. 
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6. With respect to claim 17, Camara discloses a system for scanning and 
transferring images to a destination location comprising: 

a scanner for capturing a scanned document (col. 5, lines 47-61); and 
a transferring mechanism for transferring said scanned document generated by 
said scanner to said destination location for storage (col. 5, lines 62-67). 

7. With respect to claim 18, Camara discloses the system of claim 17, wherein said 
transferring mechanism further comprises: 

an icon selecting mechanism for selecting a scanner icon associated with said 
scanner to generate a scanned document ("my scanner" icon in fig. 4 and col. 5, lines 5- 
7). Also refer to the claim 1 rejection. 

8. With respect to claim 19, Camara discloses the system of claim 17, wherein said 
transferring mechanism further comprises: 

a destination selection mechanism (destination 130 in fig. 5) for indicating said 
destination location for receiving said scanned document (col. 5, lines 62-67). 

9. With respect to claim 20, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 2, 
are applicable. 

10. With respect to claim 24, arguments analogous to those presented for claims 7 
and 8, are applicable. 
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Claims 1 , 2, 7, 8, 17-20, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
clearly anticipated by Machida U.S. Patent No. 6,642,943. 

1 1 . With respect to claim 1 , Machida teaches a method for scanning and transferring 
images to a destination location, the method comprising the steps of: 

selecting a scanner icon (scanner icon in fig. 5 and col. 10, lines 48-51); and 

associating said scanner icon with a destination location (printer) (col. 10, line 46 
- col. 1 1 , line 5), wherein the step of: 

associating said scanner icon with a destination location further includes the 
steps of scanning a document using a scanner (col. 10, lines 58-60); and 

transmitting said scanned document to said destination location for storage (col. 
10, lines 58-60). 

Although particular example discloses data transmission between a scanner and 
a printer to execute a copying function, Machida teaches that the invention is not only 
limited to the two devices (col. 46, lines 55-67). Therefore, the Office interprets that the 
scanner can be combined with a PC or other devices shown in fig. 5 for storing the 
scanned image data in the PC when the scanner icon is dragged and dropped to the PC 
icon. 

12. With respect to claim 2, Machida teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the step 
of associating said scanner icon with a destination location further includes the step of: 

connecting said scanner associated with said scanner icon to said destination 
location. 
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Since the scanned image data is transferred to the remote printer from the 
scanner, the connection between the two is established inherently (col. 10, line 46 - col. 
1 1 , line 5). Therefore, Machida inherently teaches the method as specified in claim 2. 

13. With respect to claim 7, Machida teaches the method of claim 1 , further including 
the step of: 

determining if said scanned document requires conversion to a different 
document format type (col. 28, lines 21-24). 

14. With respect to claim 8, Machida teaches the method of claim 7, wherein the step 
of determining if said scanned document requires conversion further includes the step 
of: 

converting said scanned document to a selected document format if said 
scanned document requires conversion (col. 28, lines 25-34). 

15. With respect to claim 17, Machida discloses a system for scanning and 
transferring images to a destination location comprising: 

a scanner for capturing a scanned document (col. 10, lines 58-60); and 
a transferring mechanism for transferring said scanned document generated by 
said scanner to said destination location for storage (col. 10, lines 58-60). 

Although particular example discloses data transmission between a scanner and 
a printer to execute a copying function, Machida teaches that the invention is not only 
limited to the two devices (col. 46, lines 55-67). Therefore, the Office interprets that the 
scanner can be combined with a PC or other devices shown in fig. 5 for storing the 
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scanned image data in the PC when the scanner icon is dragged and dropped to the PC 
icon. 

16. With respect to claim 18, Machida discloses the system of claim 17, wherein said 
transferring mechanism further comprises: 

an icon selecting mechanism for selecting a scanner icon associated with said 
scanner to generate a scanned document (scanner icon in fig. 5 and col. 10, lines 48- 
51 ). Also refer to the claim 1 rejection. 

17. With respect to claim 19, Machida discloses the system of claim 17, wherein said 
transferring mechanism further comprises: 

a destination selection mechanism (printer icon in fig. 5) for indicating said 
destination location for receiving said scanned document (col. 10, line 46 - col. 1 1 , line 
5). 

18. With respect to claim 20, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 2, 
are applicable. 

19. With respect to claim 24, arguments analogous to those presented for claims 7 
and 8, are applicable. 

Claims 9, 10, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by 
or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Camara. 

20. With respect to claim 9, Camara discloses a system for scanning images to a 
browser (figs. 4 & 5), comprising: 
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means for selecting a scanner icon ("my scanner" icon in fig. 4 and col. 5, lines 5- 

7); 

means for associating said scanner icon with a destination location (col. 5, lines 
31-39); 

means for scanning a document (col. 5, lines 47-61); and 

means for transmitting said scanned document to the destination location for 
storage (col. 5, lines 62-67). 

Since the scanner disclosed in the Camara reference is a remote scanner that is 
connected over a network, when a user views and selects the scanner icon to preview 
the scanned image, the Office interprets that the browser displaying the scanner 
information and the image is a web page. 

Further, displaying network devices and scanned images in the web site is well 
known in the art at the time of the invention. Since Camara discloses a system for 
previewing the scanned image, it would have been obvious to implement software that 
supports the displaying the image in the web site. Thus, it would have been obvious to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 9. 

21 . With respect to claim 10, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 2, 
are applicable. 

22. With respect to claim 15, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 7, 
are applicable. 

23. With respect to claim 16, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 8, 
are applicable. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 4, 11, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Camara as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Watanabe 
U.S. Patent No. 6,144,468. 

24. With respect to claims 3 and 4, Camara teaches the method of claim 2 but it 
does not teach expressly the method of determining if an ADF is connected to said 
scanner. 

Watanabe, the same field of endeavor of scanner, teaches the method of 
determining if an ADF is connected to a scanner. When the ADF is not connected to 
the scanner, a control unit 100 in an image forming apparatus decides to scan an image 
directly placed on the glass of scanner unit 101 (default scanning mode) (col. 6, line 61 
-col. 7, line 3). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the method of determining the presence of the ADF taught by 
Watanabe with the scanner of Camara. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to scan image data 
from the ADF when the ADF is connected in the system. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Camara and Watanabe to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 3 and 4. 

Claims 5, 6, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Camara as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of 
Nakatsuma et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,115,132 (hereinafter Nakatsuma). 
25. With respect to claims 5 and 6, Camara teaches the method of claim 2 but it 
does not teach expressly the method of determining if said destination location is a 
supported location. 

Nakatsuma, the same field of endeavor of data transmission in network, teaches 
the method of determining if said destination location is a supported location (col. 18, 
lines 51-55) and switching said destination location to a default location (default printer) 
if said destination location is not said supported location (col. 18, liens 55-65). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the method of switching the destination printer to a default 
printer with the method of image data transmission to the PC from the scanner taught 
by Camara. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a default 
destination device for storing the scanned data when the destination PC due to an error 
cannot support the image data transmission. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Camara and Nakatsuma to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 5 and 6. 
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Claims 3, 4, 1 1 , and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Machida as applied to claims 2 and 10 above, and further in view of 
Watanabe. 

26. With respect to claims 3 and 4, Machida teaches the method of claim 2 and a 
method optionally installing an ADF system in a scanner in a copying machine but it 
does not teach expressly the method of determining if an ADF is connected to said 
scanner. 

Watanabe, the same field of endeavor of scanner, teaches the method of 
determining if an ADF is connected to a scanner. When the ADF is not connected to 
the scanner, a control unit 100 in an image forming apparatus decides to scan an image 
directly placed on the glass of scanner unit 101 (default scanning mode) (col. 6, line 61 
- col. 7, line 3). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the method of determining the presence of the ADF taught by 
Watanabe with the scanner of Machida. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to scan image data 
from the ADF when the ADF is connected in the system. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Machida and Watanabe to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 3 and 4. 
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Claims 5, 6, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Machida as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of 
Nakatsuma. 

27. With respect to claims 5 and 6, Machida teaches the method of claim 2 but it 
does not teach expressly the method of determining if said destination location is a 
supported location. 

Nakatsuma, the same field of endeavor of data transmission in network, teaches 
the method of determining if said destination location is a supported location (col. 18, 
lines 51-55) and switching said destination location to a default location (default printer) 
if said destination location is not said supported location (col. 18, liens 55-65). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the method of switching the destination printer to a default 
printer with the method of image data transmission to a PC or a printer from the scanner 
taught by Machida. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a default 
destination device for storing the scanned data when the destination PC or printer due 
to an error cannot support the image data transmission. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Machida and Nakatsuma to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 5 and 6. 

28. With respect to claim 1 1 , arguments analogous to those presented for claim 3, 
are applicable. 
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29. With respect to claim 12, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 4, 
are applicable. 

30. With respect to claim 13, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 5, 
are applicable. 

31 . With respect to claim 14, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 6, 
are applicable. 

Claims 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Camara as applied to claim 20 above, and further in view of Watanabe and Nakatsuma. 

32. With respect to claims 21-23, Machida teaches the method of claim 2 but it does 
not disclose expressly the system for determining if an ADF is connected to the said 
scanner and if said destination location is a supported location. 

Watanabe, the same field of endeavor of scanner, teaches the method of 
determining if an ADF is connected to a scanner. When the ADF is not connected to 
the scanner, a control unit 100 in an image forming apparatus decides to scan an image 
directly placed on the glass of scanner unit 101 (default scanning mode) (col. 6, line 61 
- col. 7, line 3). 

Nakatsuma, the same field of endeavor of data transmission in network, teaches 
the method of determining if said destination location is a supported location (col. 18, 
lines 51-55) and switching said destination location to a default location (default printer) 
if said destination location is not said supported location (col. 18, liens 55-65). 
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As noted above, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to combine the system for determining the presence 
of the ADF disclosed by Watanabe with the scanner of Camara, and further to 
implement the method of switching the destination printer to a default printer to the 
combined system of Camara and Watanabe. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to scan image data 
from the ADF when the ADF is connected in the system and to provide a default 
destination device for storing the scanned data when the destination PC due to an error 
cannot support the image data transmission. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine all three inventions to obtain 
the invention as specified in claims 21-23. 
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33. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHAN S PARK whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
2448. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Coles can be reached on (703) 305-4712. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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